I
n the early 1990s, social scientists analyzed the political and social transformation of East Germany. They were aware that they were not in a position to reach a final conclusion; rather, they assumed historians would do so in 40 or 50 years' time -as Hans
Bertram, head of a prominent commission, stated in 1996 (Bertram 1996:XVII) .
2 And his assumption was correct: In recent years, historians have increasingly looked at the 1990s, and the social science data produced at that time plays an important role in their search for historical sources to study the transformation period. Historians hope secondary analysis of this data will expand the existing sources. This expansion promises new perspectives, while simultaneously bringing new methodological challenges to the discipline (Medjedović 2014) . Current historical research into the transformation period largely aims to examine the 1989/91 period of upheaval in the context of the preceding and subsequent developments, as well as in its long-term consequences (Ther 2014) . Along with extending the period of inquiry, there is an extension of the sources.
Within this essay, and on the basis of the current state of transformation research described in the first part, we wish to explore the potential of the secondary analysis of social science data for historians. In the second part of the essay, we introduce 1 We would like to thank Piotr Filipowski for his intense discussions and for inviting us to Warsaw to present our findings at the conference 'Revisits and Reinterpretations of Qualitative Sociological Data ' (2017) . In addition, thanks go to the organizers of the conference, to the anonymous reviewers, to Maren Francke and Annalisa Martin for proof-reading, and to Clemens Villinger and Anja Schröter for discussions. two examples from our current research: 3 the Ger- have been the main producers of knowledge about 3 The article was written as part of the research group "The Longue Durée of 1989/90. Regime Change and Everyday Life in East Germany before, during and after 1989" that is led by Kerstin Brückweh, funded by the Leibniz Association (2016) (2017) (2018) (2019) (2020) and based at the Centre for Contemporary History, Potsdam, Germany. The themes of residential property, consumption, political culture and school form the basis of which segments of the daily life-worlds (Schütz and Luckmann 2003 [1975] ) are examined in a long-term perspective.
the 1990s: knowledge stored in books, journal articles, and other academic output that is now source material for historians. In the case of transformation history, Paul F. Lazarsfeld's thoughts on the general obligations of the pollster to future historians brought up in 1950 proved to be a correct prediction (Lazarsfeld 1950 ). The US-based sociologist pointed out that whatever the pollster "considers worthy of a survey will, in later years, influence the range of possible historical inquiries" (Lazarsfeld 1950:625) . In the case of the German Democratic Republic (GDR), social scientists produced a huge amount of qualitative and quantitative data, be it by ethnologists, sociologists, economists, psychologists, and so forth, that can be used as a vibrant source for historical transformation research.
However, if we accept that this transformation research data provides an important source for historians, then we must address the methodological challenges that go beyond the more 'traditional' source analysis that historians face with data like this (Brückweh 2017a be the central duty of historians to "reflect upon the role played by social science analyses in constituting reality, and to read them as a source, and not as representation" (Graf and Priemel 2011:507) .
Jenny Pleinen and Lutz Raphael reacted with ref-
erence to the necessity, through appropriate methodological knowledge, of reflecting on the entire production chain of this research as a continual process of construction with the help of concepts and theories (Pleinen and Raphael 2014:176) . It is not just the sociological research practice itself that is made a subject; rather, it is further necessary to re-read and interpret the answers and reactions of social scientists (Pleinen and Raphael 2014:193) .
They combine this with the demand for the use of social science data as sources for historical analysis. However, the use of this data as sources for contemporary history is not possible without the prior systematic preparation and critical indexing of those primary data sources (Raphael and Wagner 2015) .
It is currently possible to identify five positions in approaches to (quantitative) social science data in contemporary history (Brückweh and Villinger 2017:485-6 study to the deconstruction of data sets and their production, and so explicitly make this a discussion, without venturing into the contents of the data sets.
Representatives of the fourth approach argue that this deconstruction work has always been necessary, but that it falls under 'normal' source criticism.
Statistics and surveys are analyzed as sources before their content is evaluated or they are used as a basis for one's own calculations. The fifth position is held by those historians who go beyond this -often as part of interdisciplinary work with social scientists -to approach the context of the data's production from a history of knowledge approach, to then use new or expanded methodological procedures in order to use social science data for historical analysis.
As historians of the long history of 1989, we wish to argue for this last approach and to thus argue for a critical source-based approach to social science data inspired by the history of knowledge.
This seems to be necessary because social scientists themselves -or at least some of them -stress that they did not produce 'raw data' or 'objective' information (Raphael and Wagner 2015 What kind of experiences, forms of knowledge and practices determined how the system change was processed and how did they influence the appropriation of teachers, pupils and their parents in the actual schools? By combining the results from the case studies with the secondary analysis of the SLS, a combination of micro and macro levels, and therefore of system and life-worlds, becomes possible.
The teenagers who first took part in the SLS in 1987 experienced the system change from the GDR to the Federal Republic while in school or in their vocational training, and so they experienced the change from comprehensive schooling to the federal three-level school system. They belong to the age cohort of the so-called "Wendekinder" or "Children of Upheaval" (Schellhorn 2004) , who had to adapt to two different societal and educational systems (Hacker et al. 2012; Gerland 2016) . Personal experiences during the system change have, up to now, been described largely from memory and then ana- assimilation of the East into the West German questionnaires. The succinctly described "Abweichung Ost" ("Anomaly East") 9 was quickly integrated: by 1996 there were already no longer separate questionnaires for East and West. In a way, the methods determined the speed of unification; there was no content-driven reason for questionnaires for East and
West to be combined, rather it was stated that the number of surveys would no longer be supported.
While the historical actors of the SOEP had a strong interest in a unified Germany, the protagonists of the SLS remained focussed on East Germans.
Knowledge Production: Social Scientists as Historical Actors
Topics and tools were only two parts of the knowl- SOEP participants. Topics that varied included, for instance, bodily health and worries in various areas of their life, which were somewhat higher amongst the SLS participants (Berth et al. 2015:61) . The researchers concluded that the SLS was representative (Berth et al. 2015) .
From our perspective as historians, this means that a study is always as representative as the primary researchers define it to be. What matters more is that our historical project concentrates less on representativity than on plausible links between life-worlds and system, or rather system change. This meant that property that had been expropriated during the GDR years was to be returned to its previous owners, which led to differences with the sometimes long-term East German occupants.
They used all the possibilities of the new Federal
German system, for example, by using the media effectively in their protests or by founding interest groups. Quantitatively, they were effective in ensuring that the principle of 'return before compensation' was only partly carried out in practice.
This can be interpreted as a success: some people did receive their property and the East German actors valued their property in case they became the owner. However -and this is a crucial point -they now regard this exercise as being doomed to failure; time was wasted and the quality of life deteriorated.
In order to situate an individual case, we neither (Fleischhauer 1990) . (Berth et al. 2015) . The question was part of the so-called Happiness Research, which, above all, examined people's overall life satisfaction (Schupp et al. 2013) . In general, the SOEP data in the longitudinal study shows East Germans as less satisfied than West Germans (Schupp et al. 2013 ). This seems to be the case regardless of whether the individuals stayed in the East or moved to the West. However, the SOEP study published by Schupp et al. did not differentiate between different age cohorts. The age group surveyed in the SLS (born 1971-1975) showed no difference in comparison with the (East German) reference group of the SOEP (Berth et al. 2015:55,59 ). 
